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DETAILED ACTION 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
03/06/2009 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-12 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 is unclear for lack of proper antecedent basis and others: In claim 1 , line 
8; the phrase "a plurality of syringes affixed at each supports" is read as "a plurality of 
syringes affixed at each support". 

In claim 1 , lines 8-9; the phrase "the number of the syringe of support being 
same as..." is read as "the number of the syringes of each support (one of the supports) 
being the same as..." 
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In claim 1, lines 11-12; the phrase "the syringe dispense dispensing material in 
only one image display part" is read as "one of the syringes dispenses dispensing 
material in only one of the plurality of image display parts". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) The invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5-9, 11-12 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by Tisone et al (US 6,063,339). 

6. As to claim 1, Tisone et al discloses (see Fig 1-2, 6 and column 22, lines 16-31) 
a dispenser capable of dispensing liquid crystal on display panel comprising, a 
substrate on which a plurality of image display parts arranged in a plurality columns 
and lines; a table (112) on which the substrate is loaded; supports (502) above the table 
(see column 22, lines 16-33 for multiple dispensers arranged in parallel), the number of 
supports capable of corresponding to the number of column or line of image display 
parts; and a plurality of syringes (512) affixed at each support (502) to dispense a 
material on the substrate, the number of the syringes of each support capable of being 
the same as to the number of the image display part in the corresponding column or 
line; wherein the supports are independently driven (see Abstract for moving head and 
column 22, lines 16-21 for independently provided dispensers) from each other so that 



Application/Control Number: 10/717,542 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1792 

one of plurality of the syringes capable of dispensing material in only one of the plurality 
of image display parts. 

7. As to claim 5, in Tisone et al the table is moved in forward/backward and left/right 
directions (see Abstract). 

Regarding claims 2-3, 6-9, 11-12 and 21, the claimed limitations are intended 
use of the apparatus related to the substrate and the coating material. These limitations 
do not add structure to the claimed apparatus. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

9. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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10. Claims 1-3 and 5-9, 11-12 and 21 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over applicants' admitted art (see Fig 3) in view of Tisone et al (US 
6,063,339). 

With respect to claim 1 , applicants' admitted art discloses (see Fig 3) the claimed 
invention except for a plurality of supports. It would have been an obvious matter of 
design choice to include a plurality of supports, since it has been held that mere 
duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. 
St. Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 193 USPQ 8. In any event, it is known to arrange a 
plurality of supports, such as Tisone et al teaches array of dispensers; see column 22, 
lines 16-21 ), wherein the supports are independently driven (see Abstract for moving 
head and column 22, lines 16-21 for independently provided dispensers) from each 
other. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a plurality of supports to provide array dispensing. 

As to claim 5, in the admitted art the table is moved in forward/backward and 
left/right directions (see arrows in Fig 3). 

Regarding claims 2-3, 6-9, 11-12 and 21, the claimed limitations are intended 
use of the apparatus related to the substrate and the coating material. These limitations 
do not add structure to the claimed apparatus. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicants' arguments filed 02/24/2009 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 
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Applicants mainly argue (see page 7) that the relationship between the number 
of the multiple dispensers (502) and the number of the column or line of the image 
display parts is not disclosed in Tisone. It is noted that applicants' argument is directed 
to the types of the substrate, whereas at the issues here are structural limitations of the 
apparatus. As explained above in the rejection, Tisone meet the structural limitations of 
applicants' claimed apparatus. 

A claim containing a "recitation with respect to the manner in which a claimed 
apparatus is intended to be employed does not differentiate the claimed apparatus from 
a prior art apparatus" if the prior art apparatus shows all of the structural limitations of 
the claim. Ex parte Masham, 2 USPQ2d 1647 (Bd. Pat. App. & Inter. 1987) 
Furthermore, "expressions relating the apparatus to contents thereof during an intended 
operation are of no significance in determining patentability of the apparatus claim." Ex 
parte Thibault, 164 USPQ 666,667 (Bd. App. 1969). Thus, the "inclusion of material or 
article worked upon does not impart patentability to the claims." In re Young, 75 F.2d 
966, 25 USPQ 69 (CCPA 1935) (as restated in In re Otto, 312 F.2d 937, 136 (USPQ 
458, 459 (CCPA 1 963)). In this case the inclusion of the substrate with a plurality of 
image display parts is arranged in a plurality of columns and lines do not impart 
patentability to the claims. 

The image display parts are not part of the apparatus. As written claim 1 
requires "supports" so it would need at least two, but not necessary the same number 
as the number of columns or lines of parts. In any event Tisone teaches array of 
dispensers each provided with a plurality of syringes to form array of dispensed 
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materials. For at least the reasons described above the examiner maintains the 
rejection over Tisone. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YEWEBDAR T. TADESSE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1238. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM - 
4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nadine Norton can be reached on (571) 272-1465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Yewebdar T Tadesse/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 
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